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No. 9539 P. 10 



A PPL No. 09/746,61 1 

fe"^ . Att0 ^ Do ^tNo. 1002*24 

REMARKS 

1 • The Application has Claims 1 -38 oendrnn t>,o c • 

*d ra „,„ a previ0U3 rejeclkws undsr 36 * — * 

U.S.C. § 102(e) as he™ »„.,• A ' 38 3K 35 

as ^ unpatenlab „ f^; 2 TJ!": reieo,ed under 35 usc - » 

WU above. 6,581 •° 4 ° '° Daniel « <W#0. m 

USCS ,02,7 1 k' 5 " 7 ' 1 °" 14, 16 " 21 ' ^ and 38 « under 35 

Ap Pli ca„ te lravBree ^ rejectjons w „- 9ht ~ h , r e " men,ioned 

<~ica,ions ~ and method" and doe! no d I * ^ 
business proposals as claimed. ^ °' * mea em,u ^ 

Claim 1 

Applicants traverse the reieciinn nn th„ 
-vera, of , he lim i,a t ions o, a 2 ?Z Z sT 8 ^ ^ ° 0 ' **- 
-**«*. aoains, Cairn 1. Wrlg ^r^ 8 «" 3 "*» *"* — - 

a. leas, ,wo structures as claimed " " ^ 3 Prop0Sal "* 

a tSnsi r r ,ha * a — •** - «** — 

application ends , he e ^ * Wri9h ' " «» * 

9 

PAGE 10125 * RCVD AT 12121/2004 4:46:47 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPT0-EFXRF-1/2 ' DNIS:8729306 « CSID:312 321 4299 ' DURATION (mm-ss):07-04 



Dec. 21. 2004 3:43PM BHG & L CHICAGO 



No- 9539 P. li 



Appl. No. 09/746,611 

R«^nf 6 1° 0ff ' Ce Ac,ion mailed November 3 2004 Attorney Docket No. 1 0022/24 

Response transmitted December 21 . 2004 

The rejection makes it clear that a hiHfr A 

and p. 5, lines ,-e. WH gW does ^JZZJTJT* " * ^ 

partners- secure their bid a8 anything other lhan , ^ . .J 
statement of what one will give or take for so™*- V 

produce or services, and |„ the context w-J a b l s ' " " *' '° 
or services ,o another contractor or ,o me oil T hus Z * " *' B8 °* 
».~n,orsu^^ 

no .J^rc^. a ~ ° ran «»*> — ™- <* 

^,^» he :zz2 ;ri e re:r a,tes, ~ ina,teas,,wo 

inclnriino »„ „■ selected from among certain structures 

"eluding an alliance, a venfure, an equity ^ ^ ^ * 

The reieCon cites passages from VVnc*,. colurnnsa, 3, 4 5 7 8^t 

selected from the group consisting of an aliiance an ^,,1 v 

Partnership, and a venture. See Office ^"ZTZV™*' 
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For example, the „ ^ 2 ^ 

discusses bids and slates thai bidders mav tan, w u- ' 

lines 39-42 There is nod*,, T P^rshtps-forabid. Wright, col. 2, 

1 nere 's no disclosure, however that *h A k;^ - 

an offer to sell goods or services The- T * "** ,han 3 bid ' 

partnership or alliance * ,„ e owner or prelect rnanaoer a 1 ^ * 

- 'he passage cited in cc, 8, fine 62. to col 9 , i„eT "™ ' S 

d,scusses the , eV e, s 0 , partition, along „, h vendors ^J^L** * ? 

con.rac.rs, or ^ 2^3^ *" ^ ^ 

•each or suggest tha the pZT ™ y 3 but does - 
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Appl. No. 09/746,61 1 

Response to Office Action mailed November 3 2004 Attorney Docket No. 10022/24 

Response transmitted December 21 , 2004 ' 

The reference does not .each or describe ell the limitations of Claim 1 and thus 
oes no, make a prima facie case of anticipation agaJns, Cairn , . The E^'I is 
^PecHuliy requested to withdraw the rejections o, Calm ,. NevertheiessToZr 
extinguish the present application over Wright Claim 1 ha, J"™ 8, '° ^ 
even clearer )h».,h • ^ been amer > d ed to make it 

even ciearer that me reared two structures are gjjemafe secures, and that the 
s^ures concern the relationship between the Bta,^ * £ 

* leas, m Cla,m 1 as fiied and ,n the specification at p. 4. lines ,3- 19 and p. 6, iines 1-S 

Theamendmentfurtherdis^nguishesthepresentapplicationoverWrigh, The 
Exammer ,s respectfully requested to withdraw the rejection of Cairn ,. 

Claim 3 

Cta,m 3 * also rejected over Wright, the rejection stating that Wright diseases al, 
Mher c 0rnpnses answerjng ^ ^ ieaa ofte iemp|a(e ^ JU 

ternlrr" * " * ~ ^ "> - «« -» more 

•expiate of predetermined questions. The computer then uses ft. answers to evaluate 
*e proposal. Cairn 3 depends from Cairn , . and is a,so rejected in view * W,^ 

7 30, col. 7, line 61 , to coi. a, line 59; and col. 1 1, lines 25-67 

The rejection does no. make a prima facie case against Claim 3 because these 

col. 6 refers to an eartrer passage at col. 5, line 45, to col 6 line 2 in ,h„c. 
msl^Z n : m " "" 0rn,a,i0n '° - *— ' °< - " -nethod, and 

tTj r on te ,ermed a ' ,emp|at9 ■■" w ^ «>'• «. ^ 

Thus, a template comprises information provided, not questions asked This InLI , 
rescue proper to selec a new se, o, projects, Wright, co, 6, lines ,8 20 
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*ssz j^ss^So^ssr * 2004 A " omey °'*" N0, 10022/24 

tar, the data ,0 scope andinterestsspecific , 0(ha lines 63 65 Th 

P-sage ,n cols. 7 - 8 refers baok t0 „. ^ ^ » ™ 

*- no. men„on a temptate as Calmed, , e . . ^ 0) ques , fons on « 6 ' " d 

temp a, e stored in ,he compute, ,„ c0 , , Wngh , refers „ 85 

Wri *' uses,he '^-'emp,a,e-asafon n a,, orda ,a or a« lterfordatainan 

quest,on on a, teas, ono tempte(e ,. ^ „ no , d J 

add,t,onally comprises a method in which the answ»r= ,„ .• 

dolose templates * anions; Wrigh, discloses a le ~ a Ifa H 7 

or a filter for data not as a «* « * • mp,aIe as a format for data provided 

According 1 " ° S * ^ f °™ as c '*'™c,. 

Accordingly, the rejection does not make nut a ^ * • 
against Claim 3 anH th. r= ■ P a °' e CaSe of an " ci P*'on 

9 Cia,m 3, and the Exam.ner , S respectfuily jested to withdrav, the rejection. 

Claim S 

Claim 5 recites ranking risk of a proposal as "hiah" or - ^ ■ 

Ces WHgn, col. 8 , lines 19 . 25 , st a ting J^XLTl^T" 
capaWies, ratings, and presences. Om^e Action p sZZ7, T 

a«ord,no to resource providers cables, ratings, and pretereLs vl " h. d 
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P^nnTl 1° ° m ° e * C,i0n mailed November 3 2004 Attorney Docket No. 10022/24 

Response transmitted December 21 ,2004 

Claims 6. 1P l* a>v j ? ft 
Claims 7 ft p. 31 and a ? 

51. 0«iceAc«on.p 6 hi. Y^TT^ ^ * «''■"■ »» 



Claim 1 1 
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Appl. No. 09/746,61 1 

Response to Office Action mailed November 3 2004 Attorney Docket No. 10022/24 

Response transmitted December 21 2004 

rejection of Claim 1 1 and to allow the claim. 



Claim 14 



_ v ine P assa 9e discusses price quotes and the orocess of 

171 re T (or buye0 ,0 m ,or ,he w *' «*— . » 

Claims ifij?, ^ ^ 
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ttttSSXSZXS^*"" Attorney Docket No, ,00^4 

Claims 16, 17 and 34 and tha Pv 6 0380 ° f Woa 

Claim 1R 

By the same arguments above for Claim 1 Claim 18 i* . ■ . 

Wright because Wright does not te a ,h „ „• , "° anticipated by 

structures as claimed ctTtB 1 ' 3 PrOP ° Sa ' taM " - *» 
or discussed inZ , a£,di *'° nal - » - taught 

structures ■ Th» .• «lculat,ng an advantage of the 

structures. The rejection ortes two passages as anticipating this sten w» h. 
passages discussing an information reposi^ <W,igh, ^ , „ 

■s respecuily reouested to withdraw the rejection o, Cll „ * 
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Appl. No. 09/746,611 

Ess szz&zxxssr* 2004 momey *** N °- ,oos2c4 

among multiple providers as in Wrioht <*,n™r>,~ ». 

respectfully requested to withdraw the rejection of Cairn ,8 " 
Claim 211 

Claim 20 recites a ranking of risk, and also recital ■ 
evasion through a graphical user interlace ■ Z » , " " ' nPU ' °' ' "* 

19-25. stating that resoul „ m vT "*"° n °" eS Wri9ht ' c °'- »■ 

^--*^ to ^i^•j^r!^ ,,,,,, " , * o, " 

and thus does' T " ^ *" " mto '° nS - Cl * *. 

s not make a pnma face case of anticipation against Claim 20 Th„ 
Exam-ner ,s respecKully requested to wahdraw the Section of Claimt 



Claims PR anw ?p 



and includes at ieas, one example o how reVen " e ^ 

WHght, cc, 7, imes 23-27. and col. 9, ^ ^ *" 

Claim 18, these passages discuss a da,*,, S ° USSed ^ ,or 

•each or describe a revenue I Z " W ° ma,i0n - but * ™' 

c-atinghowto^ 

computer. By the same arguments for Claims 18 and 26. Wright 
17 
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rSES traSJS w'lT Nove ^ber 3. 2004 Attome y D <**et No. 10022/24 

nesponse transmitted December 21 , 2004 

does not teach or describe alf the limitations of Claim pa 

anticipation against Claims 26 and 28 The ExL™ • 6 CaSe °' 



Claim £ Q 



lines 40-49 against Claim so tk Ca ' CU,at,on - ^ re ^n cites Wright, col. 10, 
There is no disclosure of a sear* o, Z """^ may ta aCcessed - 

does no, teach or descri be all the .imitations o, 7T 



Claim 32 



1 and ,8. with the addition of severe. passaZ uT * a9ainS ' ^ 

~*» to another contractor or to the JL C "* 
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&^rS^r m r ^ T^ e^3 • 2004 Attorney Docket No. 10022/24 

teach a computer program for calculating and evaluate 

These programs and structures are no, d,! ! 9 " S * S ° ,aimed - 

- ^zzt^l teach or de$cribe a " me ,imi,a "° ns - «*» * - 

providers as in Wright Suonor, « .„ relationship among multiple 

w K- rrnes 7x5- 19 and D. 6 inp<t 1 z 

datinguishes the present application over WrigM ^ amendmen ' *"*- 

nested to withdraw the reiection o, ClailT ""^ " ' e ~ y 

Claims 35 anrl 3 fi 

- , «ne „. t0 coi, 8 . re7rrr^: 5 ' :r; 3 r 36 <co '- * ,in ~ ^ 

as a format or a filter for data in „„ • , US6S the te ™ " te ™P'ate» 

template of predetermined questions Surh ? ^ 0 " e more 

Wright. Wnghtdoes no, .^X^oTT " ^ -** * 

an information se, for te^TZZ^ * **~ * '™ " 

According* the reaction does no, ma et a P m'l " "'"^ 

Cairns 35 and 36. and the laminar is ZZTT " an " CN,fen ^ 

respectfully requested to withdraw the rejections. 

Pat N0 " 6 ' 581 - 040 to DanW Wright et aJ. ("Wrighr). 
19 
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Appl. No. 09/746,611 

^^^I^^S^ 3 ' 2004 *«° m e y0ocketNo . 10022*4 

Claims 4 and 9^ 

The Office Action admits that Wri^h* w 

stream, a , etur „ on average assets . re „, m ^ ^ ° n9 °' a revenue 

■Nema, rate o, return. J a Z ZZjZTT * ^ °" ^ 8 " 

>hen states that ;, | s old ^ we|| known ^ ** " ne 2 ' *» «***Q a cos,, and 

value. The rejection is Improper becausa » ' nel present 

an- thus relies on °° "" - • 

proposats than otters to se» aod 7 Wn ' Bh * **~ "° <— 

Only when there are n™. , u P6Cted for the 9°°^ or services, 

present value- 0 , . old ^J^Zi „^ °°' "" * 

way »,a, business entitles wl„ decide hi CafcU ' a ' i0nS ~ "* 

discussing how different structures of o ra »„« . P ' ' 13 ' 

«o evaiuate the propose! wTg do™ ^ "* '" f ' 9rem Cal ° U,a "°" ~ 

bid as Wright teaches. 8 pnce * a quote - or a simple 

Applicants agree Cost ho, Ct '° n ' Page 12 ' " nes 16-17. 

and quotes. The Stations recited in Claims 4 and 25 
20 
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5^52S^S^£^ lW Attorney Docket No. 10022/24 

averaoe assets, a return on investmem ' e ™ nUe •W". ■ on 

Wrfgh, calculates . cost Office Action, p. , 2 la Z " ' " »** "* ■ 

^~°P~es,o^^^ 

Applicants averse these assertions, but coin, ou, that thlT ' * 2 °" 22 ' 

presented in the claims of the ores,™ r 3re n °' limi,a,ions ,h « ™ 

« aims or me present application. What k Hoi™.. , , . 
one ol a revenue stream, a return on averaae as^T U ' a "" 9 * ,east 

on eo,, an interna, rate of return. and a Z £2 ^ °" *~* * «*» 

^sr»r , r" ,, * ,,fc, * , '^«-- 

PnnciplesotWHoM.sinceamere W is ^ 1^ ^ ~„s un(ier ^ 

respectfully rea.uee.ed to withdraw the redone. """" " 

Claims nnr| ?7 

The rejection admits that Wright does not ri^i 

rejection also states that thp u* n ^ „ , ' p ' 13 ' ,,nes 5 ' 7 - The 

Have oeen odious d ZZZ^^ ° W «* WSl ^ - - » -Id 
■he rejection. * 3 Ha,Vey ba » *»»•«. Applicants traverse 

21 
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V 

Appl. No. 09/746,61 1 

•He references must teaeh or ^ « - P*- «■* — of obviousness, 

a France that lauoh , H b ^ h ^ - " C ' aimS - Eren » *«• •»» 
-* 'ha, reference, since J y T^ZZ T* m0HVa,i ° n * «*« 
*eps. M.P.E.P. 2,4a 01 . A J™ 0 ° ~,n altons of exis,,n g components or 

Claims g Pr i ,c 

The rejection admits that Wright does not di«H„ 
are displayed in a graphica, user i„,e J^n a T " ~ in «*** •» "nkings 
'"as ,4.,6. The rejection also ^ AC,i0 "' * «. 

^<ha,i, W o ul dhav et)9en o~otr "T™"* >'° °» °™> ^«n. 
Applicants traverse the rejection 98 "* 9 3 numerical *»»* 

The rejection cites no source for a nr ^w , 

and admits ,h a , wdgh. 1, T **** " ' or a ni ~ 

*«> «,«>.,» -norderCrol T ^ * M.P.E.P. 
—ces mostteachors^h^ ^r^"" 
rejection of Claims 9 and 1 5 relvino r,„ k Accordi "9'y. the 

rejections of Claims 9 and 1 5. respectfully requested to withdraw 



Claims ?p ^ ^ 



9 me strength of a business relationship by 
22 
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Appl. No. 09/746,611 

sss tsss^sss^sr 3 - 2004 Mumy Docke ' No - 

entering a number from 1 to 5 (Claim oo\ 

•hat information such a s capabilities '^'^ Wri9h * does *<*" 

Proreot. which is a form o, measuring ' "* ^ °" 3 

Action, p. 14, „„es 6-1 , Tnerefore , " ™ °' a bus,ness •**»•*. Office 
one having « in „. art / rei90,i0n ' * ^ **- *» 

users to comprehend. Mua " manve "cessment which is easy for 

Applicants traverse the rejections. As stated in .h» • 
express* disclose the use of numbers ,0 eval— T V"' *"* *" N ° T 
Unship. w„g ht does no, teach or gge '! ^ " * 

retationship. Wright , urth e r does no, Z leTT ^ °' ' 
-pabifcs, ratings, and preferences TZ """^ *° eVa ' Ua * 9 

«. lines , K -^L^^ZlZtTT 3 ""^ *" 

states that the providers may ask auestinn* Th ' S PaSSa 9 e a,so 

a strength of a business relationship. "* W3y °' me ^ uri "9 

Accordingly, the rejection cites no source for thsH,- ,- 
receiving information concerning the strenom of h ta "° nS °' e " ,erin9 or 

'«m 1 ,o 5, and thus relies „ tlZZTT 3 DUS ' neSS ■*"»"'* «** 

a number 

and 34 are no. described or J^^"^ * ^ C,aims 22 

Office Action does no, maKeTa Z ", 7 " *" - *» *• 

rejections o, Cairns 22 and 34 under 35 U.S.C "03T '° *" 

Claim 7A 

Claim 24 is also rejected under 35 U S C s irv»/ i 

* US.C. § 103(a) over Wright. The rejection 

23 
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Appl. No. 09/746,611 

"^fi£5*SKK£3*» ' 3 ' 20M ARomey Docket No. ,002^ 

states that Wright discloses the limitation, <**,„. . • 

«-67; col. 6, lines 17* and col 7,1 ' a ' <*"■ * 

24 specifies and claims that a template IncJl, " ' m '° m * im "* °*> 

S ^ana P p,ica„,ma yb ehi sor C:t^rpr r ?"~ 
•heir ,emp, ate o, Rations" trorn Wrigh „ TT 

«■ Applicants have shown that Claims 1 -38 n „. 
tha prior art. Nevertheless, .0 expedite S ° r "» 

amended me independent J^T^T^ " *"*"» 
Terence. /^«^^^*^'^ 0 - 8 " 
Calms o, the application be allowed >» ""*«» « *e 

Respectfully submitted 

dSm viToi^ -W 

Registration No. 42 959 

BRINKS HOFER GILSON & LIONE f ° r A PP''<*'nt 

P.O. BOX 10395 
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60610 
(312)321-4200 
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